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Dr. David Ilantilc 
69-780 Stellar Dr. , 
%noho mirage > Gk 97770 



Dear David, 

Thank you for your letter of the 10th, for talcing all that time and for what you 
say in it. and for reminding we tliat 1 once considered that th ■ autopsy film might 
Jiave been faked. T do not recall that, a suppose it was before ~ road tli Clark panel 
report. As 1 now recall, 1 may then have had a question of th ; numbers of the film, 
whether there had been uoro tlian and accounted for. 

I * - > now 01 and I try to spend all the time 1 can leaving' as much of a record as I 
can, s© with regard to your of er of copies. I'll appreciate them even if 1 do not 
read them, depending on their volume, because l'd like that to be available to the 
students at local j-jood ^ollo^e and for inclusion with all 1 have when it is deposited 
there. 

If you or Gary can print for those high-resolution slides of the Z film I'll apprec- 
iate prints of what 1 get into to answer your question. Perhaps repeat myself but I d 
rather do' that than not inform you. 

I was suspicion that all the relevant frames were not printed. °impJo arithmetic 
told me they had not boon. So when 1 published tliat the Archives was embarrassed and 
added the nine frame -, th?: FBI h d not copied for the 0 omission to use and publish. 

They stopped at 334. But there were to have published tlirough 34 p. So 1 studied them 
with some care blown uj) to about 4' in width. It is i i those nine frames tliat JFK is 
seen to start falling over on [JacldLo. /js he does he turns toward her and thn back of 
Ms head is visible. It an pars to bo intact. There is no visible blood on it, none on 
the shirt or Jacket collars. 



If you have either a tr- nscript of ypur conversations with Bbersole or notes on 
them I'd appreciate copies. Hot for more writing, for knowledge. 

lour note on not being able to reproduce those blisters with intense light is 

fie- 

fascinatien. How elso could they liave been made? Tliat is what concerned me about your 



damaging your reputation, based on what ^bersole had testified to. 

Pqu state a provocative question about no obviously missing tissue at the bacx of 
the head. 1 do urged you and Clary ti find those slides and project thorn. 

What you say about that is iueumPent on those who say the X-rays have not been 
iltered .should also prompt you to exa-lne those/slides with care. It is not possible, 
as Mvingsyone says, for that film to have been doctored there. As I told Mm after he 

saw what I toll you about. Tliat is what persuaded Mm that 1 led a gang t© ruin Mm. 

, , , .... , , , . fjjjf I f {* cJjV-Kl AU'filt'*/ ib 1 fhsS-f 6 U'lijS. 

■Jo wanton nothing to do with lorn. ‘ ' 

I liave a picture of th; I .not of th tie before ’they started talcing it apart and re- 
knot ting it. Tliat nick is at the upp.d 1 left extreme as plotted, not •.-•here it was 




aftSr, tho.. FBI started fo&J nr; wit A ifc. If you stow and think about it, wheV tlio nurses 
>iides from th top down and tils; bottom .up, holding tlio tie away from th body, thqy 
bad a bettor chance of Hiding tl>u top of the loio/t'. 

Lattimor was transparent from tho first, if not too much '^rouble I'd like for 
file uliat shows ho was so crossly wrong in his ■<>— ray drawings. 

bn phoning which X r roly do xo ;l a number of reason, one is that from sleep apnea 
and a prostate condition I'm up often and wide awake much too early. The only way I 
can get a little more sleep is starting earlier. I -asi for G pm in bed and once in a while 
Mates it. I'm not not often very much 1-ter. And I've fo nd that those early hours have 
enabled no to be more productive. Hover an interruption then! 

i ou arc right on Li* jiggle analysis. I have it in the first book. It was finished 
in mid-February Vilicn I put it in gneval distribution some- of 4'tvarez ' students 

vhised j'ritlT liiisPi^iap a : ■ A Isavo in in '•/.fatowaoh. But unlike “Ivarez, I also used wliat 
/intruder said and what lie; said ho saw. That it; what d lvarez did not waht. 

Gary put what 1 said correctly! enl rgod on the screen -1 sat; no defect in tho 
back of til head and no indication of one; obscured by hair or - a®£y~ anything else. 

I cent to pose a question for you, Cary and others for after you examine those f ew 
frames after 534 and assuming that jjhji you do not see what x did not see; what does it 
mean and can it bo only coincidence that Shaneyfolt and the FBI did not print those nine 
frames for publication. Far publication that would dispute the story about what killed 

, i r lAdW.4 . 

JFK. He a; In onir tiie conferences Specter had with liis experts and lie know the basic 
conclusions and wliat the autopsy proctocol said. 

An immediate question, I would think, is can ho have had a shot lilt him there and 
more than 20 frames later have it invisible? 

x believe, as I wrote, that a bullet struck in tho front of the head or Tjjfoard 
the front and was of entir ;ly different ammo that military, x believe I went into that 
at some length aft er Dick ^ornnbei’s explanation. I doubt you knew him. lie was a prof 
of classics and an expert gun buff. 

You arc ambiguous, in your comment about believing in the jet effect. Are you 
u seating that it was tho reverse ->f Alvarez? Would it not work both ways? 

Thanks again, best .:ishes and good luck! 





